V*  I. LENIN
We are told: 'by supporting the right to secession you are supporting the bourgeois nationalism of the oppressed nations. This is what Rosa Luxemburg says, and it is echoed by Semkovsky, the opportunist, who, by the way, is the only representative of Liquidatoris-t ideas on tihis question in the Liquidatorist newspaper!
Our reply to this is: No, a "practical" solution of this question is important precisely for the bourgeoisie. The important thing for the workers is to distinguish the principles of two trends. Inasmuch as the bourgeoisie of the oppressed nation fights the oppressing one, we are always, in every case, and more resolutely than anyone else, in fauour; for we are the staunchest and the most consistent enemies of oppression. But inasmuch as the bourgeoisie of the oppressed nation stands for its own bourgeois nationalism we are opposed. We fight against the privileges and violence of the oppressing natiom and do not in any way condone the strivings for privileges on the part of the oppressed nation.
If we do noft raise and advocate in our agitation the slogan of the right to secession we shall play into the hands, not only of the bourgeoisie, but also of the feudal landlords and the absolutism of the oppressing nation. Kautsky long ago advanced this argument against Rosa Luxemburg, and the argument is indispuitaJble. When, in her anxiety not to "assist" the nationalistic bourgeoisie of Poland, Rosa Luxemburg- rejects the right to secession- in the program of the Russian Marxists-, she is in fact assisting the Great-Itassian Black Hundred*. She is in fact assisting opportunist resignation to the privileges (and worse than privileges) of the Great Russians.
Carried away by the struggle against nationalism in Poland, Rosa Luxemburg has forgotten the nationalism of the Great Russians, although precisely this nationalism is the most fomidaible at the present time, it is the nationalism that is less bourgeois amd more feudal, and pre-